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D-.-t Sylvia (RR,Ff! 'ad -JL, t ?o) 

•••1 sas® ©rouse thehasto the probably worse typing. % regular a chine is 
in fche shop and ; *» urging a duplicate of the Agee one I’ve h d for m ore than 40 
years! 

I’ve not yet road the rest of today's mail bccoase Jits is pressing .me to 
rush along with much FOXA -work:. But X want to go farthur with your helpful 3/30/78. 

Bv nov: you, Paul tad Ji?i have copies of a memo from : 7 ow rd on th • data on the 
picture# with copies of the Spstsinker and Mo?« treatments. 

I want to go hack farthur, with an initial stop at 4/19/53* The FBI records 
1 h vs confirm the BeM departure date of 4/19. Rov.-ever# friscilla claim® that deM 
claims he found this stuff in their ’’luu'gagd” then they returned. his explains her 
contrivance of a Bay dote for what is clearly aril ,nd was for the Os>mu.d® 
i possible in May* ^iscs the ip ©inker she f -kea her case* ( Assuming the accuracy of 
he quotes in the note fchar® is ao reason to believe os she suggests that the lojngu.ng 
relates to the in-oription* wgioh is hardly a "message*”' 



Her x 



would like to take you back to Whitewash The f rst. In it I reported th» 



the cops did indeed get t o negatives end listed, them, with the Cora isbion-and the 
FBI pretending otherwise. I think wo had lar-er correspondence about this. s t in- 
terested sno much. For e while I was able to carry*? t tie farthur* in the Archives nd 
in Delia s* 

The reports 1 have from oh--- Archives may well have been added to by now rand I 
do not recall how i h nr-- them filed* Bo 1 belt v someone who cen find th time 
might consider asking the Archives for oil avuilanla records relating to these pi*. 

They were spread around widely by the coos, by giving thorn out one by leaving 



big bunch of' 



many copies uno 1 tended* i kno at least one reporter who fou 
prints drying in I think he told mo !.$» Day’s office. 

He could have lifted .cm ... i don t recall if hs did but ho could h v r> itheut 
adrsi thing, it because* ho fou <3 nobody there and the r»laca " ids oooia. 

S don t recall if how • rd made the point but it he did I agree that so close to 
the Welker shooting neither £«e nor '“‘arina would have made cracks bp.cut. it, // 
ssp daily not if Marina believed Lee was involved ♦ 

But is ‘‘ri soil la* s account credible for 4/l9 - that eft rar. getting the picture 
h doMs were silent about it? Another reason for her *'ay 1 oont riv-.m ee. 

v n th? O'-her hand, there is no r as on to brliov that in M&y the Os alas had 
an address for the dsM;, in Haiti* 

The e and other considerations gat hack to the suspicion of a plant of the 
picture. Anyone with access to what the de^s loft behind and a copy of the picture 
could h -v dons it. Official 

days. That there was a plant is easier to fc :li :vo t 

Then there ir. the different descriptions of ths same inscription, 
the oresriiic Vabseneo of the terrier sketch. Differ isit fi 



certainly could have. ,ith motive in the early *&rriso n 



any of those other accounts. 

H is not only 
t quotes. From one copy i 



va r4vt sor-e may 



sc 



silent over all of. 



I find it not easy to b 
this for so long® 

“y grsates present inter ?st in this is kpstcinker and the CIA. This also 



any of 



me sixs 



/ 



anything you may hear shout spsteinkar’ s access to CIA records, Hosenso, ate. There 
is now the relevance I projected some ti.® ago. I do not Jcnow the exact details but 
our presentation of "new evidence” at the appeals level and th * rove ema >- nb almost 
hysterical opposition to it in the executive session transcripts o*»e is g-:4i»g to 
be resolved, possibly by trial. ! ’e can depose CIA people in another o*bo. If the 
district judge takes the vry strong hint from the .p cals court wo* 11 have a trial 
or be able to take d-spositic ns. ia to do what -var he doss in time for oral arguments 
before the -n-peala court in its J «na sitting* At issue is what the Cl sm:i® ?v liable 
to Bpstaiakcr and denied to me* carfcicul rly about the 6/kS session* (On this note 
that S* gives a -prong date* to moke it rear as a result of what Helms told arrsn 
rather thn following whatever th > Commission decided the day before.) Bo we can use 



an 



V i. •• 1 i. . 



bh' t o n be used as a basis for asking question® as well as for sstab’.i~hinr 



fact. Thus -•ay thins 



>• say. can be useful. 



stil 




Dear Harold, 



30 March 1978 



, , , ,, lor your latest letter and for returning the pages from 01 timin' s 

ook together with a set of copies, which I have sent on to Paul Hoch. I was most 
interested in your comments on the inscribed photo which turned up so mysteriously 
and so conveniently for purveyors of the lone-assassin myth. 

t » v. 0 1 . 1 “‘ d , nUt pl,:Um8d U subject myself to the ordeal of reading "Marina and 
ee by Priscilla Johnson McMillan. However, I was so hung up on that inscribed 
photograph that I ran out this morning and bought a copy of the book to see what, 
if anything, Max'ina/Priscilla had to say about it. 



. , * ells they ~ indeed hav e something to say, and what they said was so 

interesting that I copied it out of the book and am enclosing the excerpt with 
this letter (with copy to Paul). How we know why no one testified about this 
■“ 8 “ ibed photo to the Warren Commission— it was not "discovered" until "early 
1967 and what is more, Marina "today... has no recollection of having written" 
the inscription! Moreover, according to Priscilla, Karina not only wrote the 
inscription but under it she made a small sketch of a terrier. But in the copy 
oi the back of the photo which comes from Oltmans' book, there is only the 
inscription, but no sketch of the terrier. 



According to Kpsteinker, Marina's handwriting on the back of the photo 
was authenticated by a handwriting expert; but no one seems to have analyzed the 
alleged Oswald inscription for handwriting authenticity. Indeed, that inscription 
includes a curious feature— the manner in which the date was written. Oswald 
supposedly dated it "5/IV/63" (which I read as 5 April 1963 and not May 4 1963) 

but to the best of my recollection, Oswald never wrote dates in that combination 
of ilXablc and Roman numerals. I have not taken the time to search all of his 
known writings as they appear in the Hearings and Exhibits but a cursoiy review 
of his letters to Marguerite and to Robert show that he invariably inscribed the 
date by writing out the month, followed by Arabic number, followed by the year 
U-g., January 14, 1963; May 7, 1962; etc.). 



Another curious element: When DeM found the inscribed photo, he took it 

not to the FBI, not to the Dallas Police, not to any authority or agency, but to 
George (and Priscilla) McMillan, the well-known professional purveyors of the 
lone-assassin theory in both the JFK and the MLK cases! 



Perhaps it is paranoic, but I do think one has to look very. hard at the 
inscriptions to determine whether or not they are authentic (and what happened 
to the sketch of the terrier???) and one lias to look equally hard at the strange 
and fortuitous discovery of the inscribed photo by DeM among his possessions. 

Is it beyond all possibility that the package and the inscribed photo were 
planted? Could Marina have written that inscription and then lost all 
recollection of it? 



I will close with excerpts from some rough notes of an interview of Epsteinker 
which I have just received from David Williams of AIB: "I asked him about the^pho to, 

allegedly signed by Marina and Oswald that had been given to DeM. He said the hand- 
writing analysis had been performed ('in Nov. or Dec.’) by Jay McManus, ex-FBI 
analyst. Confirmed it was Marina's handwriting. What about Oswald? He mumbled 
'yes', but I question whether this was actually confirmed because later in the 
discussion he said, 'Maybe people doubt it was LHO's writing on the photo.' 

Certainly not the words of someone confident that it was LHQ." 



All the best, 




■t?P*rpts from MARINA .HD LEE bv Priscilla Johnson McMillan 



Tli&t evening was the last time Lee Oswald ever saw George de Mohrenschildt. 

On April 19 the De Mohrenschildts left Dallas... The De Mohrenschildts did not 
re torn to Dallas for more than three years. They came back in 1966, and when 
they got around to retrieving their possessions from storage in early 1967, they 
had an enormous surprise. There, among all the boxes and bundles, they found one 
which they oouid not recall having received at all. It was wrapped in brown paper 
and contained a stack of records that they had loaned to marina in an effort to 
help her learn English. T’ney were unable subsequently to remember whether the 
bundle bore a postmark or not. 

But the greatest surprise was still to come. It was not the bundle of records 
itself, but something- that had been laid neatly and purposefully on top — a photo- 
graph of Lee with his guna and dressed in black, one of the two Marina had taken. 9 
The back of the photograph bore two inscriptions. Across the top, in Russian, 
were the words: "'Hunter for the Fascists— ha-hu-ha! !! " Under the inscription, 

which was bold and clear, was a small sketch of a terrier, of the kind the De 
Mohrenschildts owned. Marina today, fourteen years later, has no recollection 
of having written it. But the writing and the sketch both appear to be hers. 

And in the lower left-hand corner, catty-corner and in English, was another 
message in handwriting that appears to be Lee's. It read: "For my friend 

George from Lee Oswald." Beneath the inscription was the date written, as 
Lee might have done it, in a combination of Latin and. Arabic script: "5/IV/63." 

The date was probably supposed to be May 4, 1963, and Lee had, as nearly us Cfe n 
be guessed, mailed the records — and the photograph — from New Orleans. 

(Pages 290-291. Further passages follow the 
above, dealing with possible motivations for 
the inscription of the photograph by Marina, 
on one hand, and by Oswald, on the other.) 



Footnote 9 (page 489) 

A description of the bundle, the way the photograph was placed in it, and the 
inscription was given to the author by Pat £>. Russell, Jr., De Mohrenschildt ' s 
attorney, in a telephone conversation on April 21, 1977, after De Mohrenschildt ' s 
death, and a copy of the photograph, with inscriptions, was subsequently sent 
to the author by Mr. Russell. Lome persons have questioned the authenticity 
of De Mohrenschildt ' s "find", suggesting that he placed the inscriptions there 
himself. There appears to be no truth to this. De Mohrenschildt immediately 
told friends about his discovery. In a letter of April 17, 1967, George de 
Mohrenschildt wrote to Geage McMillan, husband of the author, that he had come 
into possession of some "very interesting information" about Oswald since his 
return to the United states ; and on June 22, 196b, he invited George McMillan 
and the author to visit him in Dallas to discuss "some interesting material 
on Oswald plus a message (De Mohrenschildt ' s italics) from him we discovered 
in our luggage." 




